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ABSTRACT 



In 1997, United States Senator Barbara Boxer asked the 
General Accounting Office to address certain questions she had about 
education programs. The answers to her questions are provided in this report 
The information centers on five areas: (1) the definitions and criteria used 

to identify the number of federal education programs and departments that 
administer them; (2) the number of funded federal education programs 
providing direct instructional assistance and indirect instructional 
assistance to students in kindergarten through grade 12; (3) current data on 

how the Title I program has been working since its 1994 reauthorization; (4) 
the "catch 22" that federal policymakers face in wanting both accountability 
and more state and local flexibility; and (5) information on Performance 
Partnership Grants. The information is intended to help lawmakers make 
decisions about federal funding for education programs. Using definitions of 
direct and indirect instructional assistance, 69 funded programs within the 
Department of Education for students in kindergarten through grade 12 were 
identified. It was also found that balancing the need for federal 
accountability with that for state and local flexibility can present a 
challenge for federal policymakers. (RJM) 
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The Honorable Barbara Boxer 
United States Senate 



• Points of view or opinions stated in this 
document do not necessarily represent 
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Subject: Federal Education Funding: Multiple Programs and 

Lack of Data Raise Efficiency and Effectiveness Concerns 
f Supplemental Information to Testimony! 

Dear Senator Boxer: 

In our November 1997 testimony before the Senate Budget Committee's 
Education Task Force, we discussed federal education funding. 1 We highlighted 
the numerous multiple education programs administered by more than 30 
federal agencies and discussed the challenges in obtaining important information 
about these programs and their outcomes. As a result of that testimony, you 
asked us to provide supplemental information on (1) the definition and criteria 
we used to identify the number of federal education programs and departments 
that administer them, (2) the number of funded federal education programs 
providing direct instructional assistance and indirect instructional assistance to 
students in kindergarten through grade 12, (3) current data on how the Title I 
program has been working since its 1994 reauthorization, (4) the "catch 22" 
federal policymakers face in wanting both accountability and more state and 
local flexibility, and (5) information on Performance Partnership Grants. 

In summary, in our November 1997 testimony, we did not develop our own 
definition of education" or establish criteria to determine the number of 
departments and agencies that administer federal education programs. Instead, 
we relied on a Department of Education National Center for Education Statistics 
(NCES) analysis. 2 The NCES report does not include its definition of 
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X See Eederal Education Funding: Multiple Programs and Tack of Data Raise 
Efficiency a nd Effectiveness Concerns (GAO/T-HEHS-98-46, Nov. 6, 1997). 

2 GAO/T-HEHS-98-46, Nov. 6, 1997, p. 2. 
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